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Cases Reported this Week. 
Eskell v. Eskell ; : 

Jolly v. Jolly and Fryer 

Mitchell and Others v. Turner 


Current Topics. 


The Long Vacation. 

Avcust HAS produced the usual crop of letters in the daily 
press protesting against the stoppage of judicial business for 
cleven weeks. Something, of course, is to be said for abolish 
ing or curtailing the vacations of the courts But most of the 
usual arguments which laymen put forward are based on mis- 
understandings It is a mistake to suppose that legal business 
in the High Court stops merely because the courts are not sit- 


| ting During the greater part of the long vacation masters sit 


| in chambers and pleadings are delivered, while once a week the 


vacation judge disposes of urgent matters To keep the courts 


open in August and September would mean that solicitors and 


their clerks would have,to work under great pressure, half 
being away on holiday: that business men would have to 


| remain in town to act as jurymen; and that litigants would 


themselves lose their holidays, since there would be no cer 


| tainty when their cases would occur in the lists. Witnesses, 
| too, in the midst of a jaunt to the seaside would be summoned 


home to give their evidence in the stifling atmosphere of a 


| court On the whole. a vacation is as necessary to legal as 


| to other businesses; but in other walks of life such vacation 











can be obtained by a relay of clerks and the slackening of 


| work This cannot conveniently’ be done in the sphere of 


litigation 


The Origin of the Long Vacation. 


Ir 1s often said that the long vacation has become an 


| 2 ‘ ; - 
anachronism. It had its origin in the days when England 


was an agricultural country, and when at harvest the judges, 
barristers, juries, witnesses, all alike had the harvest to gather 
in Enclosure Acts and the industrial revolution of the late 


| eighteenth century changed all that. England is nowa country 
| in which nine-tenths of the population, including all the busi 


ness classes most concerned with litigation, are urban folk 
whom the getting in of the harvest touches not at all. There 
fore, so the argument runs, the long vacation has ceased to 
serve the purpose it once served, and so it should be abolished. 
But this is a non sequitur. Most institutions have outlived 


| the purpose for which they were originally brought into being, 
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eased from Westminster Hall or the Old 
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nt pleadin have cviven way to the sober paper 
e Judicature Act of 1873 inaugurated With 
1 almost seem, the romance of the Bar ha 
ymance of the Bar. 
i nee a romantic profession is all but for 
twentieth century To-day the layman and 
i ¢ emn pedants not over honest, 
no drudge nm ¢ wn ber prostitute their 
‘ rt imb by doubtful methods into politi 
1 up a dull life of doubtful honesty by a careet 
pect on the bench It is not a tempting 
e fe at is the iy in which the Bar is now 
‘ recently as twenty vears ago this was all 
l ‘ wie sna own had h ir ror all The 
Varsities looked forward to the Bar as a 
1 man might make the best of both 
‘ rol the helpless and innocent 
‘ ind fame while doing In society 
i ba ter wa esteemed Not equally so a 
e st too many persons who did not love 
idies, too, the Bar was one of the 
ue and interesting of professions—next only in 
utivens to the Service One can see all this 
‘ Tro.tope and THackKeray and DIcKENS 
ayn and Wuuixte CoLuins, not to go back to 
OT Why has it all changed? We fancy the 
t! iv ers themse ve The Bar nas become 
ot a ere of adventure Practices are largely 
, tor parent, not won by dash at Sessions 
The old Bohemianism is gone. 


Parliament 
lle to pretend that lawyers are popular to-day 


it, large Perhaps the age of the soldier never 





is a time in which lawyers are loved overmuch. Yet the publie 


without lawyers The Prime MINIstTeER js a 


cannot get on 

licitor So is the leader of the Liberal Opposition Lord 
Ropert Cecit. the leader of the Independent Conservative 
Party, and Sir Epwarp Carson, who leads the old Tories. 


ire barristers of success and standing. The Labour Party 
alone is not led by a lawyer. Why this indispensability of a 
class whom the Press and the public profess to distrust. and 
despise? We fancy it is due to the fact that lawyers are the 
only class of the community who combine sound knowledge 
2nd mastery of detail with the practical ability of the man of 
world susiness men are specialists and ignorant of 
hence they make hopeless blunders when they move 
Journalists are lacking in balance and 
Professors are too academic and over 


the 
theory 
outside their sphere 
practical good sense 
ubtle Even Sir AucKLAND GeppeEs, ablest and most 
tical of the professorial class, and trained in adaptability by 
his experience in the Army, still has not the balanced sanity 
of the lawver A sense of proportion is the lawyer's createst 
asset both in his own professional career and in the affairs of 


prac- 


the great world 


Sir Robert Horne, K.C. 


Tue Minister of Labour, who has staved off disaste1 
nine months of post-bellum conditions in the trade union 
makes 


for 


world, is another sample of the successful lawyer who 
The leading Scottish advocate of the day, 
administrator 
He is a 


eood in politics 
2oBERT Horne, shewed 
luring the war in many Government Departments. 
type of lawyer commoner in Scotland than in England A 
brilliant student of philosophy in youth, he brought to the Bar 
an analytic mind which drew logical distinctions and applied 
philosophical first principles to the great rules of the common 
law But he never was too subtle or too metaphysical. He 
Lord Bowen without that great lawyer’s gift of 
epigram. It is curious that so distinguished a Scots advocate 
should have been a mere nomen ignotum in England before 


Sir himself an able 


re embled 


the war 


Divorce Suits by Alien Enemies. 
A point provisionally decided by Mr. Justice Horripee 
n 30th June was finally disposed of by the same judge towards 
the end of last sittings: Araus v. Kraus (ante, p. 760). An 
Austrian subject, domiciled in England, and registered here 
n alien enemy under the requirements of war legislation, 
took proceedings to seek divorce against his wife. By English 
w, it is hardly necessary to say, the right to divorce like 
other questions of civil status depends on domicile and not 
on nationality. The question arose whether the jurisdiction 


of the Court was not barred by the petitioner’s nationality, and 
The neces- 


1 a 
) 


the case was adjourned for proof of registration. 

iry proof was given at the resumption by a police-inspector, 
who produced a sheet from the North Devon register of aliens 
which contained details relating to the petitioner, whom he 
identified as the person registered. We draw attention to these 
details since the practic al question of how to prove registration 
often arises in minor courts, and this incidentally 
in authority on the point of practice and a guide as to the 
procedure to adopt Evidence of adultery had previously 
been given, so that the proof requisite to a decree mis? was m 
order, and The learned Judge, fol- 
lowing the rule as discussed in Schaffenius v, Goldherg (1916, 
1 K. B. 284), and in Porter v. Freudenburg (1915, 1 K. B 
857). and definitely laid down in Princess Thurn and Tavis ¥. 
Voffit (31 Times L.R. 24), to the effect that a registered and 
interned alien is residing in England under the protection of 
the Sovereign, and therefore entitled to the benefits of jus rv 
dicandi, held that a registered alien is similarly entitled to 
take divorce proceedings. The jus vindicandi, or right of 
recourse to litigation in defence of one’s legal rights, includes 
not only common law and equitable remedies, but also the 
enforcement of consistorial rights formerly protected 10 the 
Ecclesiastical Courts 


case 15 


a decree was duly made 
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Merger of Marine Losses. 
A VERY curious point led to a remarkable, 
a not very equitable, decision of Mr. Justict 
Wilson Shipyrng Co. (Limited) v. British and Foreiq 
Co. (Limited) (1919, W. N. 243). The 
are ideally simple for a commercial « 
steamship Kastlands 
marine risks only under a time policy, 
the Admiralty. The charter 
the Admiralty undertake to pay 
ships they have chartered, value 
date of loss. All this is, of Well, the ship 
encountered a marine peril and suffered injuries which caused 
her value to depreciate by £1, The 


and at first sight 
BAILHACHE in 
Ins 
the ca 
The 


against 


it- 


ance tacts ol se 


almost 1use 


was insured with underwriters 


and chartered to 


Form 


the loss hy 


was 
ae? 


wal sks 


whereon 
ol 
ascertained as at the 


Was on 
tor 


to 


course, 


be 
usual 
were 


770 underwriter 


unquestionably liable for this loss, and bound e neher to repair 


or to indemnify ; but, in fact, before a élaim could be 


ward or repairing could be undertaken, a war risk caused the 


put for- 


vessel to become a total loss. 
as at the date of loss—i.e., the depreciated value, which was 
£1,770 less than would have been the value had the ship been 
repaired. The owners thereby lost thi They 
claimed to recover it from the underwrite value of the 
repairs the latter were bound to execute and indemnify the 
owners against. The claim seems obviously just and equitable 
But an unexpected point of law arose. Under the common 
as laid down in the older Livre v.. Janson (1810 
648), A night v. Faith (1850, 15 ) B. D 649), 
Lidgett v. Secretan (1871, L. R. C. C. P. 616), the stand 
as follows: The liability underwriters for 
damage was not ascertainable until the expiration of the time 
policy. If before expiration there was a total loss, the under 
writers were liable to pay for the total loss, but not for the 
partial losses which had not yet been repaired. In other 
words, the partial losses merged in the total loss. This rule, 
of course, is equitable enough in the case of 
policy, where the same underwriters undertake both partial 
and total losses, for the indemnity they have to pay 
total loss is based on the original and not the final value of the 
ship. They escape nothing by the rule, and the owner gets a 
full indemnity. But where the underwriters insure marine 
risks and the Admiralty war risks, and where the partial loss | 
due to a marine risk merges in the total loss due to a war risk, 
the logic and justice of the rule completely an Never 
theless, the learned Judge felt bound to apply the principle of 
merger and to hold that the subsequent total loss at solved the 
underwriters from all liability for the earlier partial loss [t 
is true that the law of marine insurance is now codified in the 
Act of 1906, but section 91 (2) preserves the common law 
except when inconsistent with express provisions of the code ; 
and therefore the antiquated common law rule of merger is 
still in force 
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The Evidence Against Dundonald. 

As THI 
considered 
is only fair to point out that there wa 
against COCHRANE have secured the 
ordinary adventurer or man of bad character It 
to suppose that CocHRANE was really guilty: he was a 
chivalrous character, who suffered the consequence 
to an unworthy friend, and a stall 
is really his character that entitles him to a 
dict. To men who believed him a rascal—and 
every Tory member of the opposition 
demned WeELLINGTON’s campaigns in the Peninsula 
CocHraNE unceasingly did, hopeless obviously a rascal 
—the evidence naturally And Lord 
Ettensorovucu honestly believed be a rascal 
The facts were these: On the 21st of 1814, 
Naroieon’s last stand France, RERENGER, 
dressed as an officer in foreign uniform, Dover 
false despatches for the Port Admiral stating that Napo_ron 
Was dead. The semaphore carried the news to London, and 
Wild speculation followed on the ex: hanges. BERENGER made 


unjust condemnation of CocHRANE has long been 
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Reform and the Bar, 


-The Question of Fusion. 
of articles we propose to discuss briefly and 
questions of Reconstruc 


I, 


hort serie 


In this 


in a detached pirit some of the great 


tion in the legal profession which are knocking at our doors 
It is useless to ignore the uprising of new views on this sub 
ject However much we love the old ways and the old 
traditions, on t Rip Van Winkle will hope that the things he 
has loved can continue unchanged for ever. As Mr. W. E 


Gladstone once said, in the most eloquent passage of his most 


famous speec h The great social forces move on in their might 


of our debates can 


So it 


and their majesty, which even the tumult 


not for one moment impede or disturb is with law 


reform. Wein Bell Yard or in the Inns of Court may stand 
aghast at changes, but we must bow our heads before them 
The wise man will watch carefully the manifest tendency of 
events, and where he can preserve e sentials by conceding 


details will not fail to make a timely compromise 
The first and greatest question of Legal Reconstruction is 


obviously that of the future relation hip between advocate and 


solicitor In the legal profession, in both its branches, opinion 
is divided Nearly the whole Bar i ivgainst fusion The 
pos ibly the 


majority of "skoamgea solicitors are against it: 


majority of London practitioners are in favour of it, although 


the In yority I not great Bu ness men, Our expel ence goes, 
seem mostly to favour it The leaders of the working classes 
unmistakably share the same view The public at large is in 


; 








doubt, but sibly influenced by a desire toe cape by fusion two 
ets of cost We therefore propose to consider briefly the | 
arguments in favour of fusion and the objections to it An 


elrenicon in the shape of an intermediate proposal will then be 


tentatively suggested. not as our considered opinion, but merely 
as a basis for discussion and a px ble line of compromise 
There are at least three strong reason ven for fusion. The 
first is that the present system involves the litigant in two sets 
of costs, that of the barrister and that of the solicitor The | 
second that it imposes an inferior status on solicitors and 
limits their opportunitie The third is that it places a barrier 


between the lay client and members of the Bar, thereby shut 


nnumerable young advocates 
th solicitors, 


ting out from hopes of practice 


devoid of influence or connection wi and tending to 


turn the profession very largely into a preserve for the sons of 
solicitors, so that great talents are often wasted in a futile 
struggle fer recognition and work All these points are im 
portant, and we shal] consider them—pro and con 


Now it must be admitted that the duplication of professions 


does lead to a certain increase of costs This is not so great as 
is commonly imagined As a matter of fact no work i paid 
for twice over, as the public often erroneously imagine, There 
are two kinds of work which require to be done in the prepara 
tion of a case, or a conveyancy, or an opinion—namely, the 
routine work and the original work of the professional expert 
The latter may take the form of advocacy. of artistic drafts 
man hip, or of a scholarly investigation into the lecal princi 


ples which govern the case, but in each case 
Now 


solicitor "3 


it is quite distinct 
the barr 
osts for the 
Where the protessions are 


ter’s fees are paid for 
work 


from the routine work 
the 
Both have to be done 
in the United States. both are done and paid for at rates not 
The duplieation of professions causes 


the original, and routine 


lower than in England 


a distribution of the reward as well as the work: but it does 
not call into existence any novel or duplicate form of pay 
nent The only exceptions to this rule are rather trivial 
matters of expense, such as the costs of drafting instructions 
for counsel and the fee to his clerk But it is not certain 
that all these items—in themselves almost negligible—would 


be avoided by the fusion of the professions In important 
cases, it would still be necessary to call in a specialist and 
pay the cost of instructing him. In the medical profession, 
where fusion is accompanied by specialisation between con 
sultant and general practitioner, the expense of duplicate fees 
te both is still in difficult cases unavoidable 


united, as | 


| 
| 


But now this may be admitted, yet a further objection 
taken It may be agreed that the items of cost will be much 
the same with fusion as without it. But it may be contended 
tnat, notwithstanding, the actual cost will be greater For 
where fusion exists all the work is done in one set of chambers 
kx. The same solicitor may do both kinds 
of work, routine and expert lf he does not, two members of 
the same firm will do both. The firm, therefore, will get all 
the costs and not only the solicitor’s share or the barrister’s 
Its profits will be much higher, 


with one set of cle 


snare, as the case may be. 
say twice as high without any, or very little, increase in clerical 
An economy will have been effected re- 


and othce ex penises 
In accordance with ordinary 


sulting in a large surplus. 
economic laws, this surplus will be distributed by competition 
the and the client—/.e., the lawyer will be 
able to charge lower fees and deliver a lower bill of costs while 
nevertheless retaining enough of the surplus to make a hand- 
This sounds plausible. No doubt some slight 
economy of the sort might in time effected. Indeed, in 
county ‘court cases, where the solicitor today briets counsel 
ot case himself, his costs are lower. But 
these services are a little unreal. In the county court case 
vhere counsel is briefed the client gets the benefit of a special- 
and it is generally agreed that he gains an advantage by 
The advantage is probably not out of proportion 


between lawyel 


sume profit 
be 


instead loing a 


ist, 
) doing 
to the extra he has to pay. If fusion came about, the 


olicitor-advocate would have to get this extra fee, so that 


lee 


the economy would be largely nugatory in practice, 

Again, it must be pointed out that the expense of litigation 
not due to the high fees of the Bar, but to the fancy fees 
The Bar is full of able men willing 
But the lay- 
men. 


paid fashionable counsel. 
k for reasonable and even for small fees 


olten 


to wor 


chent and the solicitor too will not have these 


ocate with whose name 1s 
_ who is always to be seen in court Such 


almost a 


They want an ady a reputation, 


always in the papel 


of course, are few in number and have 
To get them, one must pay monopoly prices— 
e., ugh Exactly the same difficulty would arise if the 
professions were fused. The real remedy tor high fees, in our 
humble opinion, is for solicitors to take more pains 4n finding 
out capable men who have not large practices. At present the 
average solicitor does not regard this as any part of his duty. 
If his client can afford a high fee, he recommends a fashionable 
practitioner. If the client cannot pay much, then the solicitor 
usually tells him he cannot expect a well-known advocate, 
which is quite true, and gives the brief either to some friend 
or connection of his own or to some young barrister in eminent 
counsel’s chambers recommended by the latter's clerk—not 
always a wholly disinterested adviser. Solicitors, we think, 
might make a much more serious effort than at present they 
eem to do to discover potential talent at the Bar. But how- 
that it is the monopoly of fashion, not the 
eparation of the professions, whi h causes high fees at the 
Bar O} certain practices at the Bar—the « 
two counsel where a silk is employed, and the system of retain- 
the amount of fees. But these 


to which we wil! return in a later article, 


men, 
it nopoly 


fees 


evel may be, 


course, ustom ol 


ing tees—add to counsel's 
‘ustoms and others, 
an be abolished without fusion of the professions. 

Perhaps a more influential argument than the question of 
cost is the effect of severance on the status and prospects of 
olicitors. Barristers enjoy superior rights of audience in the 
higher courts, the monopoly of appointments to the bench, and 
greater social consideration than do solicitors. It is true that 
the young solicitor of brilliant parts who finds his feet as an 
advocate in the county court or the police courts can after- 
wards come to the Bar and win his way to great place and 
power. The late Sir Samvuet Evans, the present Master of 
the Rolls, Mr. Justice BatLHacne, Mr. Hotman GREGORY, 
K.C., are a few striking examples of the success which a some 
time solicitor may attain if and when he elects for the higher 
branch. But the average solicitor who has no great hopes 
of success if he abandons his comfortable living to follow im 
the footsteps of these eminent men is not much comforted 


by these considerations. He feels that the existence of 4 
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higher and privileged branch depresses the status of his own 
fession. There is something to be said for this. But pro- 
bably the change of status involved by fusion would not have 
the levelling-up effect desired. Rather it would lower the 
level.of the Bar. In truth, the status of the professions as 
such is fast passing away. To-day a man is judged and 
esteemed socially, not by his profession or trade, but by his 
rsonal qualities, his birth and education, and—last but not 
least in a materialistic age—his success and riches. The 
solicitor who is making a reasonable but not a handsome 
income has nothing much to gain in prestige by fusion of the 
professions. He has a good deal to lose if he lets in the 
competition of the vast army of unemployed barristers. 


Lastly, one meets with the argument that fusion would help 
the briefless barrister. Today many able, industrious, and 
brilliant men languish al] their lives without a practice, earn 
ing a miserable livelihood by reporting, coaching, book 
writing, index-compiling, and a score other forms of wretched 
hackwork. They have no connection among solicitors or men 
of business; have not succeeded in getting into busy chambers 
at the Bar, and have no means of making their talents known 
to solicitors. Fusion of the two professions would enable them 
to approach the public directly and get a start from some 
litigious lay-friend. But this argument seems worthless. If 
the lay-client wants to employ a friend at the Bar, he can 
always tell his solicitor to brief him. The good men who fail 
are men who have no influential friends, or whose friends—as 
is often the case, for a prophet is seldom honoured in his own 
country—have not the sagacity to recognize their merits. This 
would not be remedied by merely removing the intervention 
of the solicitor between layman and barrister. 


The conclusion, then, at which we seem to have arrived is 
that no great and obvious advantages are likely to be derived 
from the fusion of the two branches of the legal profession. 
On the other hand, it is difficult to see any answer in logic 
to the demand that fusion should take place. True, the 
branches represent two different forms of specialized work ; but 
similar specialization exists in most other professions—e.v., 
medicine, architecture, journalism—without the existence of 
distinct professional bodies to represent and discipline each 
special field. Elsewhere the man who can play both parte, con- 
currently or at successive stages of his career, is allowed to 
attempt them, while his less versatile fellows choose one special! 
walk. It is not easy to see any reason, except tradition, why 
the branches of the law should not be similarly united and 
special lines left to the individual’s unfettered choice. In the 
Colonies, indeed, and in the United States, this is the rule. 
Logic in the long run usually prevails, and therefore it seems 
probable that—for good or for evil—the future will see some 
approach towards the union of the Bar and the Law Society. 


In the meantime we would suggest a few practical innova- 
tions which, without altering the present time-honoured 
dualism, would help to bring about most of the actual advan- 
tages claimed iby the supporters of fusion. In the first place, 
the county court should be given unlimited first instance 
jurisdiction in all civil suits (as distinguished from matri- 
monial and criminal proceedings) ; a jurisdiction already pos- 
sessed by the Scots coynterpart, the Sheriff Court. The High 
Court should be restricted in jurisdiction to appeals from the 
lower tribunals, and the issue of the prerogative writs (man- 
damus, certiorari, etc.)! This would give solicitors the right 
of equal audience in all first instance courts. The same right 
of audience should be extended to solicitors at quarter sessions 
and assizes and the Old Bailey. As an equivalent for their lost 
monopoly, the Bar should be allowed to take briefs direct in 
any court where the solicitor has the right of audience, but not 
in the High Courts and the other superior tribunals. Again, 
a barrister or solicitor who wishes to change his branch for 
the other should be permitted to do so without passing ex 
aminations or abandoning his own branch prior to the actual 
date of entry into the other. And both branches, as in 
‘Scotland, should be equally eligible for appointments as 





The New Aliens Order. 


Tue new Aliens Order (ante, p. 764), which received the 
Royal Assent on 18th August, marks the close of a controversy. 
Two opinions have existed in the country and among jurists 
as to the future policy that ought to be adopted towards aliens. 
One view is that the war had disclosed fundamental weaknesses 
in the traditional British policy of an open port and a harbour 
of refuge for aliens ; the time had come when, even under peace 
conditions, a great, distinction would have to be drawn between 
subjects of the State, born or naturalized, and the mere 
‘* strangers within our gates The other view was that such a 
distinction, except during war time and thereafter, to a limited 
extent in the case of aliens recently alien enemies, is unsound 
in principle and impolitic. The latter view held that allegiance 
is not a good basis for distinctions of status It held that 
domicil, not nationality, should be the test of such differences. 
This was the traditional policy of British and American society, 
which treated domicil as the acid test in question of status, 
therein differing from all foreign systems of law, which treated 
nationality as that test. The new Aliens Order has definitely 
closed the controversy by imposing permanent restrictions on 
all aliens, friendly or otherwise, which are not imposed on 
British subjects 

The Order consists of twenty-four clauses distributed amongst 
three parts. Part I. relates to the ‘‘ Admission ”’ of Aliens; 
Part Il. to their ‘‘ Supervision and Deportation ’’ ; Part III, is 
‘ General Roughly speaking, all three with 
slight modification, in a permanent form the main provision of 
Former alien enemies 


reproduce, 


temporary legislation on the subject 
may not land in the United Kingdom except with the permis 
sion of the Secretary of State, and alien friends or relations 
may not land except with the leave of an immigration officer 
They may only enter at ‘‘ approved ports. Any conditions 
which an immigration officer, duly authorized, thinks neces 
sary in the case of any particular alien may be attached by him 
on allowing the alien to land These are the provisions of 
Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of the order; we needly say that in sub 
stance they merely reproduce the common form of legislation 
on this subject. to be found in the United States, in our 
Colonies, and most foreign countries. 

Part I. of the Order, moreover, goes on to provide that an 
alien can only be granted leave to land by the immigration 
officer provided he satisfies the following conditions precedent, 
set ott. in Clause (3) 

(a) He is in a position to support himself and his dependents 

(+) being desirous of entering the service of an employer in‘ the 

United Kingdom he produces a permit in writing for his engage 
the employer by the Minister of Labour; ( he 
is not the 


ment issued to 
is not a lunati idiot, or mentally deficient; (d) he 
officer by a 


subject of a certificate given to the immigration ; ? 
medical inspector that for medical reasons it is undesirable that he 
should be permitted to land: («) he has not been sentenced in a 
foreign country for any extradition ¢rime; (/) he is not the sub 
ject of a deportation order in force or of an expulsion order; (9) 
he has not been prohibited from landing by the Secret iry of 
State; and (/) he fulfils such other requirements as may be pre 


scribed by the Secretary of State 

Part II. of the Order deals with a large number of require 
ments controlling the residence of aliens who have been per 
mitted to enter. The most important of them relate to registra 
tion, and may be summarized as follows Aliens over sixteen 
are still to be registered. The provisions regarding change of 
residence or of circumstance remain substantially the same, 
Absence from his registered address for over two months must 
be notified by the alien. The particulars to be furnished to 
the registration officer are now as follows (1) Name in full, 
(2) Present nationality and how and when acquired, 
(3) Date and country of 


and sex 
and previous nationality (if any) 
birth. (4) Profession or occupation (5) Date, place, and 
mode of arrival in United Kingdom. (6) Address of reai- 
United Kingdom (7) Address of last residence 
which, if not 


dence in 
(8) Photograph 


outside the United Kingdom 
furnished by the alien, may be taken by the registration officer). 
(9) Government services, name of country served, nature and 
duration of service, and rank or appointments held. (10) Par- 











ticular f other document establishing nationality 
ind identit Signature (which, il required, shall be in 
the « ira inguage ol t L1en nationality), and 
nee | 2) An ther matters of wi ch par 
ticulars are red t registration officer iragraph 6) 
Certalil ton | i ders by paragraphs 6 and 
iotthe) i Wi ‘ i 1 re ient witha householder Lhe 
itt t | un t the reguiation 
Wh t ‘ r i ‘ eT pren ‘ ind ot a hote 
ol a t ire re i r reward, he must kee] 
pa re I aed the alien received a i uest 
( el en t ‘ 
In adit ! ‘ t the Crder provide lor the ing 
‘ tail ea iliens by the Home Secretary on the re- 
! ndat the Admiralt Army ¢ I or the Council 
l po i empo 1 to ¢ e refreshment houses used by 
bile ol nal or ova i ciation ol conducted 


r rn mone wor r nye Sper restrictle a re resi 


gard 





dence ind the posse nm ¢ irl expl ve cameras, & 
1 " the Llome Secretary on any particular 
I He i orde! the deportation of 
i Lier if he ‘ t to b nau e to the pul good , 
| ' 1s ¢ { ( le p ! ntained in this sweeping, 
hut ‘ t have xe ( mit it is discretionary, 
but , { tion nN t be « ! ed at least bond 
and rie est on writ 1 fenhe COT p seem ikel 
‘ é re f ! Of irse, aliens all 
ire eq ! t i port 
Part IIT. « e Order ntain me eht modification of 
t het ! ! ol Paragra} 19 empowel the 
Ss tar 5 t ‘ mpt an per n or class of persons 
from ¢ requirement of the Order. either absolutely or con 
i \ t IM é t t or in the case 
y ‘ l i n the « IT mer alien enemie 
[i ibstance it se re ein a novel form the old Letter 
f Deniz r authorit {f the Sovereign to reside 
} ‘ f bye ranted not infrequently | British 
mol ! r i rt the « uvtment of the Naturalization 
Act, 1871 
A) er? f tior the stringent powers of the Order 1 
nt le t e} ' ire merely passing through thi 
t Vl I | f ire entitied te ind 
mada ire i? t ne t orl trat ! ibyect to certain 
condition Bach 1 t satisfy the immigration officer that (1.) 
h ‘ " t t te ome estination out t t United 
Kir I na it, the master or wher of ti lip in which 
e ari ! } ‘ to leave the United Kingdor 
ha " { ecurity that he not remain in, or re 
el Uy Kit i¢ ! tye properly maintained 
ul nty iauril transit I ) ing taken | ticket iti 
the United Kingdon ind embarked direct thereft 1 for some 
othe inte iufter a period of re lence in the United King 
ae not le tha x mont he has been refused adm 
n to that counts ind has returned direct therefrom to a 
port he United Kinedom Without some such provision it 
l t ot United Kir rom would become i closed 
tourists or commercial traveller 
I Oy ! ibt, a great experiment Indeed i 
int t present are adopting some systen f that 


broad finds himself 


! ‘ naditior t restriction W ire 


inclined to think that 


yner or late untry w find these restrictions so bur 
ae r v1 ibject resident abroad that a treaty wil 
b il i! | the } irpose of mitigatil the restraint on tre 
dom im] ed In the meantime the Courts of Law are not 
i to find that the Order will require much interpreta 
tion at their hand 
\ \ { ! ] lers va fice 
1 off pt f R | 
| tarnily pr Ist J 
; ] t 
j \ () i nl ted 
N " t t e Peace { t 
t | t be ible 





S rt re dependit on the construction to be 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


MITCHELL AND OTHERS v. TURNER. P. 0. Lawrence, J. 
20th August. 


LANDLOI AN Pexnanr—AGREEMENT FOR One YEAR Rent PAyasur 
LONTHLY IN ApvaANce wcNtTIL Errner Party SHALL Give Ture 
[ONTH Norice tN Writing 0 TERMINATE THE TENANCY 
Tenancy Conrinvep arrer First Year Expires—Turere Monrus 
Notice Nor EXxprrRinG ON ANNIVERSARY OF TENANCY—WHETHER SUCH 
Novice Was VALID 
By } qreemer f tenancy premises were let from lat Apri, 1917 


tf £90 (vr £7 10s pe! month), the 
to he paid on the signing of the agreement 

hrat day of each month until 
notice in writing to terminate the 


af fpril 1918 
payment of £7 10s 
thenceforward in advance on the 

the party shall qive three months 
ter ’ The tenant entered into possession, and paid rent regularly 
lvance He was served with a notice to quit expiring on Lat July, 


awa yearly rent 





Hield. that in thia catee the notice was a valid notice 


The plaintiffs, the landlords, entered into an agreement 
n 13th April, 1917, to let to the defendant certain premises known as 
14, Market-place, Marylebone from the first day of April, 1917, to 

rst day of April, 1918, at a yearly rent of £90 (or £7 10s. per 


montl the first payment of £7 10s. to be paid on the signing 
f and thenceforward in advance on the first day of each month 

ther party sha give three months’ notice in writing to terminate 

ancy * The tenant entered into possession, and regu 

ul paid the rent in advance as it accrued due. The landlords in 1919 


sired possession, and they served the tenant with a three months’ 


' riting ich expired on Ist July The tenant refused to 
the notice, asserting that he was a yearly tenant, and there 
the notice is invalid, as it did not expire at the period of the 


t ne | ( mmenced The landlords thereupon claimed 
possession under ord. 14, r. 8 It was not disputed that, having 
| the tenant was a yearly tenant, and but for the 
until either party shall give three months’ notice 
lefence would be a good one tut it was said that the usual six 
nt vas cut down by those words to three months (see Aemp v 
Dp tt, 3 Cam 510), and that on the true construction of the agree 
t three months’ notice terminating on the first of amy month was 


‘ | tic feliance was placed on Lord Campbell’s judgment in 
iD l. King v. Grafton (L. R. 18 Q. B. 96), which was considered 
wid distinguished in Leu Baker (No. 2) (1906, 2 K. B. 599). In 

former case the words as to the termination of the tenancy were 


+ if 


ilmost the same as here, « xcept that they were in the Aahendum itsel 

1 it waa held they did not mnstitute a yearly tenancy The words 
v shall be determined defined the terminus ad 
The tenancy was created by the words 
fixir the demise from 1st April. Farwell, L.J., in that case, how 

er, expressly said that if the Aabendum had run to hold the same 

m the 13th dav of Mav until notice to quit shall be given as herei 
ntioned, there would have been a term certain during whi 
the tenancy would last, as in Doe d (Grafton. For the de 
ter (ant it was contended that this a vearly tenancy 
f words to the contrary would be terminable, if 
hold on after his term had expired, by a six 


ntil such tenaney 
the tenancy was to run 


Aing Vv 
was the case of 
i the absence 


tenant continued to 


t itice terminable at the period of the year when the tenancy 
nmetr d ss) months could be cut down by agreement, and here the 
irties hed agreed that three months’ notice should be given The 

sreement spoke of a vearly rent 1.¢., a yearly tenancy,”’ and a 


u tenancy in nly be terminated by s+ notice expiring at the period 
vine the tenancy began in the absence of words to the contr wy The 
n difficulty was as to the words until either party shall give three 
LAwRENCK, J., said that in his view the point raised was 4 
placed on this parti 


agree to let 


rs avreement The agreement was that the plaintiffs 
ind the defendant agrees to take the premises ‘‘ from the Ist day of 
April, 1917. to the Ist day of April, 1918, at a yearly rent of £90 (or 
£7 10s. per month), free from all deductions whatsoever except land 
rd property tax the first pavment of £7 10s. to be paid 
he signing hereof and thenceforward in advance on the first day f 
i month until either party shall give three months’ notice in writing 
terminate the tenancy Now, one thing was quite clear 
it it was a tenancy for a year certain subject to three months’ notice 
ng It was contended by the tenant, who had been served th 
the 


notice to quit terminating on let July, 1919, that 
because no valid notice could be given which did 
t expire on Ist April If that view was correct the insertion of such 

, ption in the lease was redundant It must have been intended as 
ffordir un alternative way of terminating the lease It was argued 
at the period 


tice was invalid 


and could only be ended 


at this wa i year tenancy 
f the vear when ft tenancy was created I am going to decide that 
tenant hold er his term he holds over subject to ¢ xactly the 
ime conditior is he held the premfises under the lease. Ih my v 


en at any time so as to expire at the expiration 
ice therefore which expired on 1st July, 1919, was 


ic notice could be gi 
any month, The not 
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a valid notice, and it followed that the plaintiff was entitled to judgment 
with costs.—CounskL, for the plaintiffs, 2. H. Tindal-Atkinson; for the 
defendant, 4. de W. Milligan. Soxicitors, Greenwell, Higham, & Co. ; 
G. P. R. Burgess 

{Reported by Exsxinz Rew, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 

ESKELL v. ESKELL. Coleridge, |. 


PRractTice—EvipENCE + 
SUIT 








20th June. 


Divorc: ApULTERY—DeEcREE IN PReEviovs 
1 decree in a divorce suit founded on the co-respondent » lw 


/ 
) 


of adulte ry is evidence of adultery against Aim aa responde nt in a au 
sequent suit 


This was a wife’s undefended suit for divorce on the grounds of her 
husband's desertion and adultery. The desertion was proved Che 
petitioner put forward a decree in a _ previous suit, Mercer 
Adams Vv. Mercer-Adamea and Eskeil, as 
adultery charged In that suit the petitioner's husband had 
been the co-respondent rhe petitioner in her evidence, said 
that she had been in Court during the hearing of that suit, 
and that the co-respondent was her husband and the respondent in 
the present suit. Counsel tor the petitioner cited Huck v. Ruck (1896 
P. 152), where a decree in a former suit, in which the husband was co- 
respondent, wa held not to be sufficient evidence of his adultery, be 
cause the jury then had only found the respondent guilty of adultery 
with him, and had not expressly found him guilty of adultery with the 
respondent. In this case the decree in Wercer-Adams vy. Mercer-Adamea 
and Exkell was made partly on the co-respondent’s own admission. That 
sufficiently distinguished the case from “fuck \ luck In Swan \ 
Swan (The Times, March 24, 1903), Jeune, P., held that the fact that 
damages were awarded against the co-respondent was sufficient to make 
the decree good evidence 

CoLeripGr, J., said that the wife had proved that her husband was 
the co-respondent in Wercer-Adame \ Vercer-Adama and Eeskell, and 
the fact that the decree in that case was made partly on his own admis 
sion distinguished it from Ruck v. Ruck (supra), and made the decree 
good evidence against the respondent COUNSEL, icton Pil 
Soticirors, Hobbins, Olivey d Lake, for Whittuck, Pitt, & Elewell 
Bristol. 


evidence of the 


[Reported by C. G. Tatnot-Ponsonpy, Barrister-at-Law. } 


JOLLY +. JOLLY AND FRYER. Hill, J. 2nd July. 


Divorce—Hvussann's Surr—Resronpent Virco Inracta—Parriat 
INTERCOURSE—ADULTERY—Dercreg NIst1. 

A decree of divorce founded on adulte ry can be made although on the 
medical evidence there can only have been partial intercourse 

This was a husband's suit for divorce on the ground of the alleged 
adultery of his wife with the co-respondent. The respondent did not 
appear or put in an answer. The co-respondent appeared and filed an 
answer denying adultery, and alleging that the respondent was ‘ virgo 
intacta.’’ The petitioner, in his evidence, said that he had lived with 
his wife and had had intercourse with her. The respondent had admitted | 
to him, and also to his solicitor, that she had committed adultery with 
the co-respondent both at Arundel and at Hove, and evidence was given 
that the respondent and co-respondent had stayed at the latter place 
together as husband and wife. Counsel put in two certificates from a 
Dr. Hogarth, of Morecambe, in which the doctor stated that he had 
examined the respondent and found her ‘ virgo intacta,’”’ and that het 
hymen had not been ruptured, but that partial intercourse was possible 
and referred to Harry v. Harry (The Times, April 4th and 5th, 1919 
in which case Coleridge,.J., found the respondent guilty of adultery 
with a woman who produced a doctor's certificate that she was “‘ virgo 
intacta.”’ Counsel submitted that the petitioner had mad: 
and was entitled to a decree, as partial intercours: is 


ut his case 
sufficient to 
sustain the charge of adultery 
Hitt, J., said that he was satisfied that adultery had taken place and 
pronounced a decree nisi.—Counset, Talbot-Ponsonhy, for the pet 
tioner; J. Harvey Murph y, for co-respondent. Sorrcrrors, Rawle, John 
stone, d Co., for Whiteside d Knowles 
Neave, Morton, d& Co., for co-respondent 
[Reported by C. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law. } 


New Onder, &e. 


A Proclamation 


i 

Revoxine a Proctamation, Datep tHe 2lst Day or Decemper. 1917. 

RELATING TO THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THE 
Unrrep Kinapom 


Morecambe, for petitioner ; 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Whereas by a Proclamation, dated the twenty-first day of December 
1917, made in pursuance of Section 43 of the Customs Consolidation 
Act, 1876, We thought fit, by and with the advice of Ou Privy 
Council, to prohibit the importation into the United Kingdom of all 





ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720, 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, (PLATE GLASS, 
ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE 
STUCK, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
THIRD PARTY, MOTOR CAR, | 
LIFT, BOILER, FIDELITY 
GUARANTEES. 


SPECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 


ANNUITANTS 
WHEN HEALTH I8 IMPAIRED 


The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 


Apply for full particulars of all classes of Insurance to the Secretary— 
Heap Orrice: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
LAW Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 











debentures, stock or share 

of title relating to any stocks, shares or other securities ; with 
exception of matured bonds redeemable in the United Kingdom 
ipons falling due for payment in the United Kingdom, and of 
imported under licence given by or on behalf of Our 


rtificates, scrip and other docu 


ibject to the provision and conditions of such licence 
t appears to ( that the said Proclamation should be 


Ve, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council 
pro laim, direct and ordain, that the said Proclamation of th 
v-first d 1) f December 1917, shall be and the ame 18 hereby, 


\ugust {[Gacette, 19th August 


Orders in Council. 


THE MINISTRY OF HEALTH ACT, 1919 (TRANSFER OF 

PROPERTY) ORDER, 1919. 

m (4 f Section 3 of the Ministry of Health 

that His Majesty may by Order in Council 

the transfer of any property, rights or liabilities 

urred by any Government Department in connection 

aduti transferred to the Minister of Health by the 
wdered as follow 


yonds. securities, investments, sums of mone and other 
property ind assets belonging to, or vested in, or held in trust 
1 


the Loc: sovernment Board, the Insurance Commussionei or the 





ceeding twenty, as the Minister may 


or 
Welsh Insurance Commissioners in relation to the powers and duties 
transferred to the Minister f Health by the provisions of the said Act 
shall be, and shall from the Ist July, 1919, be deemed to have been 
transferred to, and vested in, and held in trust for the Minister as 
Lew (Government Board, the Ineurance Commissioners, 
l irance Commissioners without the nec ty of any 
ment or othgr instrument, but t 1 ill debts and 
ind shall be held by the Minister for the 


i itie i ting the same 
purposes for whicn they ate now held, or would have been held, if the 


| said Act had not | ed 


2. The Interpretat \ct 1889 ipplu for the purpose of the 
interpretation of this Order ipplies for the interpretation of an 
Act of Parliament 

3. This Order maw be cited as the “Ministry eal Act. 1419 
(Transfer of Property) Order, 1919 

18th August (jazette, 19th Auguat 


HBALTH (CONSULTATIVE COUNCILS 
ORDER, 1919 


4 of the Ministry of He » Act, 1919, it 


THE MINISTRY OF 
s enacted 


Hi Majesty by Onde n Council to estab 
ils in England and Wales for givu 
' the Order advice a tan t thre 

suk matters affecting 


rred to in such Order 


accord 


nclude women as we.| as en n stiali 
referred 


} ‘ xpet ence of tt 


Xe t is hereby ordered follows 
} established in pursuance of the fore 


rdance with the provisions herein 
tion with such matters as 


sultative Counc 

going provisions for g 
after contained. advice m stance in conme 
relate s¢ veraliy to 

1 Medical and Allied services 

(2) National Health Insurance (Approved Societies’ Work 

4) Local Health Adminietrati 

1) General Health Questions 

2. Each council shall 


consist of su of members. not ex- 


nun 
determine, being persons having 
. 5 I Lad 
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in the case of each council, practical experience of the matters for the 
purposes of which the council in question established 
3 (1) Tne members of a council snail be opp rirted by the Minister, 
and shail include women as 
ll.—(1) A council shall « and report upon the questions 
time to tume referred t© them by the Minster, inc.uding 
(2) questions arising upon the dratt of Urders in Vounci 
Regulations, Orders 
the Minister ; 
(4) Qestions urvolving considerations 
scirentine difficulty affect by or inci 
people ; 


well as men 


mmider from 
nd »t 
and Spec ial Orders propose d to be made by 


and 
the 


of important prin ple 

fental to the health of 

(¢) any other questions in connecti wit 
and dutaes of the Minister as relate to 
to the health of the peop-e ; 

and the Minister shall piace at the disposal 

tion required to enable them to consider 

them 

(2) A pose to the Muinister 
any question in connection with such of his powers and dut 
t» matters affecting or wucidental to the health of the peop.e, 
to the functions of the council, shall form the subject of a reference to 
the and the Minister 
proposal! 

(o) A may the Minister from time to time a 
report on any matter affecting or incidental to the health of the people 
if pertaining to the functions of the council, which has not been made 
4 subject of reference to the council under the 
of this Order, and the Minister shall receive and consider such report 

12. Subject to the provisions contained in this Order a council may 
regulate their own procedure. 

13. The Interpretation Act, 1889, apples for the purpose of the imter 
pretation of this Order as it applies to the interpretation of an Act of 
Par\liament. 

14. This Order may be cited as the Ministry of Health (Consultative 
Councils) Order, 1919. , 

18th August 

The Ministry of Health 
also been issued. 


sucl ol tne 


iffecting 


5 


powers 
matters or incidental 
uncil the informa 
referred to 


‘ +} 
ri ne ce 


Inetters thus 


that 
es as relate, 
ul pt ryaibiny 


council may pr Irom time to time 


council shall receive and consider any such 


counc) also present to 


foregoing provisions 


Crazette, 


{ 19th August 
Welsh Consultative Council) Order, 1919, has 


\SSIZE BUSINESS 

Whereas by an Order in Council, bearing date the 14th day of May, 
1912, certain arrangements were made with reference to the Commission 
Days on the respective Circuits, and the taking of civil and 
business at certain Assize towns : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order 
in manner hereinafter appearing 

Now, therefore, His Majesty 18 pieased , by and with 
of His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that 

1. At the end of paragraph (c) of the Order in Council of the 14th 
May, 1912, the following words shall be added : 

“and any direction so given may specify the cause or 
to be taken or may provide for the taking of civil business gener 
ally at the town to which it relates.”’ 

2. This Order and the Order in Council of the 14th May, 1912, may 
be cited together as the Circuits Orders in Council, 1912 and 1919 
18th August [Garette, 19th August 


criminal 
should be amended 


the advice 


causes 80 


COUNTY COURTS. 
REDISTRIBUTION OF EAST ANGLIAN DISTRICTS 

Whereas it w provided by the County Courte Act 1888, amongst 
other things, that it slra!l be lawful for the Lord Chancellor from time 
to time to alter the distribution of the districts among the Judges, and 
for that remove any Judge from all of any of the districte 
of which he is Judge for the purpose of appointing him to any other 
district or districts, or to appoint any such Judge to be the Judge of 
any district or districts in addition to the district or districts of which 
he is the Judge 

Now, by virtue and in exercise of the powers in that behalf by the 
said Act or otherwise in me vested, I, the Right Honourable Frederick, 
Lord Birkenhead, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby 
order as follows: 

1. His Honour Judge Henry Gatchel] 
additional Judge of the County 
Edmonton and Wood Green. ; 

2 His Honour Judge Sir George Sherston Baker, Bart.. shall 
be the Judge of the district of the County Court of Lincolnshire 
held at Holbeach, in addition to districts of which he is now the 
Judge 

3. The several Judges mentioned iin the first column of the Sche 
dule hereto shall be the Judges of the districts of the several 
County Courts set opposite to their names respectively in the 
second column of the said Schedule : 

4. All orders heretofore made shal! 


purpose to 


Farrant shall cease to be 


Court of Middlesex, held at 


so far as any of the said 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HospPITAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEBD OF FUNDS FOR ITS HUMANE Work. 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone ; 2482 Holborn, Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London,” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 








Judges are thereby appointed to be Judges or additional Judges 
of the districts of any County Courts other than those set opposite 
to their names respectively in the second column of the said Sche 
dule, be revoked . 
5. This Order shall come into operation on 
October, 1919. 
14th August 


the first day of 
Birkenhead, C 
SCHEDULE. 


First Column. Second Column. 





JUDGE. CouRTs. 





Circuit No. 32, 
Norfolk :— 

Attleborough, Aylsham, Beccles and Bungay, 
Downham Market, East Dereham, Fakenham, 
Great Yarmouth, Harleston, Holt, King’s 
Lynn, Lowestoft, North Walsham, Norwich, 
Swaffham, Thetferd, Wymondham. 


Circuit No. 33. 


His Honour 
Judge Malligan, 
K.C, 


His Honour 
Judge 
Wilmot 


Essex :— 
Colehester, Clacton, Harwich and Halstead, Dun- 
mow and Braintree. 


Suffolk :— 
Bury St. Edmunds, Diss and Eye, Framlingham 
and Saxmundham, Hadleigh, Halesworth, 
Haverhill, Ipswich, Stowmarket, Sudbury, 
Woodbridge and Felixstowe. 
Circuit No, 35. 
Bedfordshire :— 
| Ampthill, Bedford, 
Buzzard, 


Eardley 


His Honour 


Judge Farrant Biggleswade, Leighton 


Buckinghamshire :— 
Newport Pagnell. 


’ 


| Ca mbridgeshire :— 


Cambridge, Bly, March, Newmarket, Wisbeeli. 


| Essex :— 
Saffron Walden. 
Hertfordshire :— 
ishop’s Stortford, Hitchin, Royston. 


Huntingdonshire :— 
Huntingdon, St. Neots. 
Suffolk :— 


Mildenhall. 


| Northamptonshire :— 
Peterborough, Thrapstone and Onndle. 
Circuit No. 38. 
Essex :— 
Brentwood, Chelmsford, Grays, 
Maldon, Romford and 
Waltham Abbey. 


Middlesex :— 
Edmonton and Wood Green. 


His Honour 
Judge Crawford .. Thurrock, 


Hford, Southend, 








hi. 


ock, 
end, 
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NORFOLK COUNTY COURTS. 
Whereas it is enacted by the County Courts Act, 1868, th 
be lawful for His Majesty by Order in Council; amongst other things, 
from time to time to alter the number and boundaries of the Districts 
and the place of holding any Court, and to order the discontinuance of 
the holding of any Court, = to order by what name and in what 
towns and places a Court shal] be held in such District : 
Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows 

1. The C ounty Court of Norfolk held at Att leboroug th and Watton 
shall cease to be held at Watton, and shall be held at Attleborough 
under the name of the County Court of Norfolk held at Attle 
borough, 

2. The County Court ‘of Norfolk held at Little Walsingham and 
Fakenham shal) cease to be held at Little Walsingham, and shall 
be held at Fakenham under the name of the County Court of 
Norfolk held at Fakenham 

3. The Parisheg set out in the first column of the Schedu'e to 
this Order shall cease to form part of the Districts set opposite to 
their names reepectively in the second column of the said Schedule 
and shall form part of the Districts set opposite to their names 
respectively in the third column thereof 

4. This Order shall come into operation on the 
ber, 1919, and shall be read with the County 


at it shall 


advice of 


Ist day of Octo 
Courte Dist ricts 


Order in Council, 1899, which shall have effect 
Order. 
18th August. 


First Column. 


Parishes. 


SCHEDULE 


Second Column. 


Districta. 





Barningham Parva 
Colkirk pe 
Oxwick . 
Weasenham All Saints. 
Weasenham St. Peter 
Wellingham 
Brinningham 


Gunthorpe... 
Sharrington 
Aldborough 
Overstrand 
Watton 
Ovington 
Bridgham ... 
Barnby 
Mutford 
Elvedon 
Papworth Everard 
Hinxworth 


Melchbourne 
Yielden 


Vange 


So much of the parish of 
Enfield as lies west of 
a line drawn along the 

the read 

leading from South- 


middle of 


te to Potters Bar. 
Laindon Hills _... 
Buckhurst Hill .. 
Rainham 
Wennington 


SOMERSET CUUNTY 
Whereas it is necessary to amend the ( 
dated the 25th day of June, 
held at Frome 
Radstock, therein described 
His Majesty, 
in that behalf by the County Courts Act, 


in Council, 
Court of Somersetshire 


Now, therefore, 





Norfolk: 
Aylsham 
East Dereham 
East Dereham 
East Dereham 
East Dereham 
East Dereham 
Little W alsingham 
and Fakenham. 
Little Walsingham 
and Fakenham. 
Little Walsingham 
and Fakenham. 
Holt 
Holt... at - 
Attleborough and 
Watton. 
Attleborough and 
Watton. 
Attleborough and 
Watton, 
Suffolk : 
Lowestoft 
Lowestoft 
Mildenhall 
Cambridgeshire : 
Cambridge . 
Hertfordshir :- 
Royston nie 
Bedfordshire :— 
Bedford nds 
Bedford 
E. 880 r i— 
Brentwood ... 
Edmonton and W ood 
Green. 


Grays Thurrock 


Romford and [Iford...| 
Romford and Ilford... 


Romford and Ilford 


1919, 


by virtue 


is amended by this 


Third Column 


Districts. 


Norfolk —_— 
Holt. 
Fakenham. 
Fakenham, 
Fakenham. 
Fakenham. 
Fakenham. 
Holt, 


Holt. 

Holt. 

Aylsham. 
North Walsham 
Swaffham, 


Swaffham. 


Thetford. 


| Suffolk : — 


Beecles and Bungay | 

Beccles and Bungay 

Thetford. 
Cambridgeshire :— 

Huntingdon. 
Bedfordshire - 

Biggleswade. 
Northamptonshire :— 

Wellingborough. 

Wellingborough. 
Essex :— 

Southend. 

Barnet and St. 

Albans. 


Southend, 

w. 
Grays Thurrock. 
Grays Thurrock. 


(Gazette, 2nd August. 
COURT. 
Younty Court (Districts) Order 
and re lating 
and to the 
as the Rural District of Radstock : 
and in exercise of the 


1888, 


to the County 
Cc ounty District of 
Wers 
or otherwise in His 


er vulations 41 p and 41 pp [62 
| 
| 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 


For each £100 of Parchase Money. 





Age not less 
than Males. 

60 £310 6 £9 910 

65 918 6 ll 210 

70 11 19 10 is 6 @ 


Females. 











‘* A strong, well-managed concern.” — Financial Times. 

“‘One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.” —IJnsurance News. 

‘One of the best-managed [Insurance Companies in Great Britain,”— 
Impressions. 

‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.’—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





with the advice of His Privy 
ordered, that 

uostituted for the word “ Rural "’ 
f the 25th day of June, 1919, and 
the said Order shall be read and have eflect and be deemed always 
had effect as if the said County District had been therein 
Urban District of Radstock 

((Jazette, 19th 


vested, is pleased, by and 
Council, to order, and it ts 
The word “ Urbar ahaii be 


in the said Order im Council 


Majesty 


hereby 


to have 
describea 
18th August 


as the 


Auguat, 





| REVOCATION OF DEFENCE OF THE RDALM REGULATIONS. 


Recitals 
| It is hereby ordered tt ih, the fo 
Defence of the Realm Regul ations : 
RESTRICTIONS ON FINANCIAL DEALINGS ABROAD. 


JouRNAL, p. 659) are 


lowing amendments be made in the 


SOLICITORS’ 


re »voked 


The regulation mentioned in the first column of the 


ere = 
Schedule to 


this » Order is hereby rev sked to the extent specified in the second 
column of that Schedule 


18th August 


SCHEDULE 
RgGULATION PARTIALLY REVOKED. 








No. of 


Reg ulation Extent of Revocation. 








BOF In paragraph (4) the words “ or(b) buy or sell any stock, 
A sem or other securities which have at any time 
1914, been in physical 


” 


since the 30th September, 
possession outside the United Kingdom. 





(Gazette, 22nd August. 


POWERS AS TU PENSIONS 
and Secretaries Act, 1916, previaon 
the Mimater of Labour 
of such powers and duties of any Government Department or Authority 
relating to labour or industry, whether conferred by statute or other- 
wise, as — Majesty may, by Order in Council, transfer to him : 
And whereas it is further provided by the said Act that, where any 
powers and duties are transferred by virtue of the said Act, the transfer 


TRANSFER OF 
Whereas by the new Ministries 


is made, amongst other things, for the transfer to 
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is to take effect as fron late to be fixed by order of His Majesty | \ esting Orders in Lunacy. 

Council : ad : ss 
ON. r " there! i l t pleased. by and with the advice of The Weekly Notes has published the following practice note on 
Hi p eee ‘ 1 it ' all De esting orders in lunacy The Judges of the Chancery Divisio 

s rivy on le bie ereby dere “ ‘ " 

~ th t esirable t 1 future all applications for vesting orders 

here shall be traneferred to the Minister of Labour the powers sesiral tha Py g 

eb. eae eens of Re ge lire “we inder the Lunacy Act, 1911, should be intituled as follows :—' In the 
( ° te te t 1 emy ! t of tl vid . Matte t the trust t trument creating the trust and in the 
is 2) . . Ze , rt a yi." , latter of the Act 5 Vict ap. 3 umd 1 and 2 Geo. 5, cap. 40.’ 
depen de 4 ahah ’ Mi 4 - 4 p . 5" Pp : a And that the inat trustee should be made a re pondent to all ve] 
thicer snd me -_— = ensions a ‘ py tior Hut 8 d not be served with the summons without the 











Pensions, &« \ 191 4 led by sections 1 and 2 o 
ind Military War Pi Transfer of Powers) Act, 1917 ) — 
pone Se apis Ricca agp Peace ee ee ne t| Tbe Agricultural Land Sales (Restriction of 


Pensions by Article 14 of the Royal Warrant of the 17th April, 19 Notices to Quit) Act, 1919. 


is t t pen fs il and the imi ies, and | Art e 14 if 

the Regu ns a 1 Ord ( 14 Janu 919, | Che t ing is the text of the Agricultural Land Sales (Restriction 

ws to the pensions of seame ind their { es Notices to Quit) Bill as amended on Third Reading in the House 
9 e transfer to the Minister of Labour of these powers and duties | of Lords. It was passed on 19th August 


q ' 
shall take effect aa fron e let day of September. 1919 Be it enacted, & 
3. 7 s Order may be ted s the Minit of Lab T ‘ 1. Lestriction f notices lo quit.i On the making, after the passing 
d , this Act, of any contract tor sale of a holding, or any part of a 
held by a tenant from year to year, any then current and 
ce to determine the tenancy of the holding given to the 
° tenant, either before or after the passing of this Act, shall be null and 
Ministry of Food Orders. id, unless the tenant shall after the passing of this Act and prior 


ih contract of sale, by writing, agree that such notice shall be 


Power No. 2) Orde 1919 


18th August (Jazett Mid Augus holding 
nexpired not 


THE JAM AND SYRUP (REGISTRATION OF DEALERS . 
ORDER, 191 slid 


2. Definitions In this Act 





Ran etueciee af tha noms 3 oe | pie 1p eo Se oe Avricultural land ’’ means land which is either wholly agri ul 
Realm Rerulations and of « ther powers enabling him in that behalf tu or wl y pastoral, or in part agri ultural and as to the rest 
the Food Controllk araker seoiten a f the tie Je 1919 pastoral or in whole or in part cultivated as a market garden 
Same ond Brrem (Resiatrat 4 Dealers) Order. 1918 [S R. & O Holding means a parcel of agricultural land held by a tenant 
No. 1216 of 191 ut without prejud ‘ y proceedings remnect uid which is not let to the tenant during his continuance in any 
al neat etiedimmentiien Oennnl | fice, appointment or employment held under the landlord 

anh Suls Market garde means a holding cultivated wholly or mainly 

r the purpose of the trade or business of market gardening 
PHE BREAD ORDER. 191 a. Ka ption of purchases for public purposes.) This Act shall not 
\ i Ber ” of Part of the Above Ord: ipply te » contract for sale to a Government department or loca 

In exercise of the powers conferred up Soe Die the Mitten of iuthority for the purpose of providing small holdings or allotments 
aahin Desnlations aad of aii nthar nomen oben kes that he ‘ or for any other public purpose made within three years after the 
the Food Controller hereby revokes. a 1 the Ist August. 1919, | P®ssing of this Act 
clauses 1 to 6, inclusive. and clause 10 of ihe Bread Order, 1918 [S. R 4. lpytication of Act This Act shall not apply to Scotland o1 
& O N 547 of 1918 mut without prejudice oO any proceedings 1 —— ] TI ] 
respect of any contravention thereof 5. t title [This Act may be cited as the Agricultural Land 

Hth July Sales (Restriction of Notices to Quit) Act, 1919 

THE VEAL (RESTRICTION OF SALES) ORDER, 1919 ; a pC 
PF anythanerniner rly earn maatithcgs ae La nonahandgpr citors ar Memorial Fund. 
their bu re manufacturers of sau es, meat pies and othe (Registered under the War Charities Act. 1916.) 
similar artic! und for the purposes of eu yusiness ; or as part « f the 
contents of a sausage, meat pie or othe imila tie’ Che following dor itions, which with those already acknowledged 

b) No veal shall be kd, supp.red ! ffered or exposed for wle by a | - e amount of the Fund ip to a sum ot £39,968 5s 6d., have been 
retail meat dealer for human consumption except as part of the content | received or promised 
of @ sausage. meat pie or other aimila re li | (Amgunts received from country solicitors are so marked, the remainder 

) The rest rictiv the aa'e of vea { ol ee v1] ire from London solicitors 
not apply to the e of calves’ heads or feet £ s. d. 

2. Infringements of this Orde . imn \ ff ea 2 2 st the I er, Kenior [vrer and Simpson, L verpool 105 O O 
Defence of the Realm Re gulatirons ” Dowsons . 100 O O 

3. (a) This Order may hb cited s the Ve Restriction of Sales) Taylor, Willcocks & ¢ ‘ 5210 O 
Order, 1919. and shal ome into force <« the 4t Aucust. 1919 Bolton, Jobson and Y La % 5 0 

os — G. B. Laurence a1 00 


4) This Orde: ill not. apply to Ireland 


With July Fairfoot Rooke ind M icd ynald ° 15 15 0 


Chas. Humphries & Co 1010 0 
Stas Ailivehin Bend Geilinn tases aoe Meee tema \ifd. H. Drew 10 10 0 
The Meat Ben lesen Reatrictins Sinden z 1918 Cet : Wau ind M isgraves, Cockermouth 1010 O 

‘ F . Under] Ne laylor & Co. and R. A. Willcocks, 





relating to Caterers. 17th July rhi ' 
The Live Stock Sales) Order 19] or in 2 ; | Tavl & Wolverhan ptor additions 1010 0 
Cows or Heifers. 25th July Ts F. J. Abbott 10 0 O 
W. Mortimer Wilson. Alfreton 5 5 0 


The Canned Conde ed M | Peotailt Pric . . ais - vs 
R I ee) Orde 191 Notice Ki und Sharman. March 5 5 0 
> 


of (Maximum Prices 2nd August = 
The Butter (Distributic Cidios 1017 — C. BE. W. Ogilvie 5 & O 
Dire tions 6th ore rd Li The Rati Order, 191 M BErE De la CG mbe, Westerhan Kent 5 5 0 
| J. P. Hubbersty, Leeds : § 5 Q 
| W S. Daglish and Mulcaster. Newcastle upon Tyne 5 00 
Appeals to the House of Lords x F rma Pauperis. o “ ‘ pty lapel 3 3 0 
x... he House of Lords on the 14th inst... the Lord Chancellor moved | L. O. Need, Lin ’ 40 6 
mat Standing Order No. X , regulating judicial proceedings be | H. S. Carte Carbs 2 3 ¢@ 
amended by adding at the end of the Order the following new para linley Barto Journemout! 2320 
graph, viz Jas. C. Bate, Chester 2 2 0 
, Ordered that when the payment of costs is so ordered to a success Bertram Sturt ‘ ee 2 2 0 
fu appellant in an ippeal mm forma pauperis, the taxing officer shall | E. B. Loynes and Son, Wells. Norfolk ez 
not pt tax ition illow the fee f the House nor the fees of unsel \W i Dal 22 0 
but shall allow to the solicitor his costs out tT poe ket, with a reasonabl \r M. James, Swansea l ] 0 
illowance (such allowance to be taken as three-eighths of the solicitor’ Clem Cole. Cali : 2 @ 
charges in ‘ Dives appeals, other than out-of pocket cost to cover | Alfd. Newman, Hadleigh (Suffolk : 2m 
~ Alfred Bates, Morecambe vib 11 @ 

ii 


office expenses, including clerks, & 


The motion was agreed to A. J. Vere Bass ... Me : ee 3 ; 0 














. 
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d the 1 e will in future be carried on at Aldershot, 


. ° ? j retire ! ul ract 
Sir ; Simon S Letter to the Board j ni ugh, and Fleet by Mr. H. M. Foster and Mr. J. T. Coggins 
vw | ned the firm as from the 12th April, 1919 
of Trade on Embargoes. Messts. Bunven, Yass & Maar, of Si Serteried, Lelieh 
4 Solicitor \ ) forn is of the retirement n aceount of ill-health, from 
y f Mr. Frederick Willson Yeates The 
m by Messrs. James Frederick Burton, 
— Ss tt Hart Willi im John Collyer, and 
pons" “a “tagpctircewil x . , ng Hager Ra a ; ' Lake ed assisted them in the business 
1 Hind. and that I intend to bring with me for purposes of import ~ agnor dig ae Ceneeeee See Se ee Seen eee 
this country certau dds of fore t portat i™ : [= a a 
S prohibited by Proclamat 1 pu 
0 the Custoens Laws Cousslidatios Act, 1876 
That ce i as . u know iuthorizes the ec! e to rohibit§ the General. 
tation of rms, ammunit 4 wowder rT any ther 4 spe staf s been appointed by the Board of Trade to deal with 
wit it hae itherto hee rene y & ait t tne ex my est $ . M4 ier the Profiteers ‘ r Auckland Geddes 
ods must he strued to me cot tie ‘ ference o ne wit ' ire M.P.. the chairman 
’ ! estivate cases of 


Im por 
otnet 


mation in regard to 

e assistance of such 

ht to appe nt and 

. he rsked to 

true ‘ , st wet t t ‘ ‘ { ! { } ‘ —* { t ‘ ! L «ol Si ta t en ‘ ‘ ‘ % tra (% minittee may 
‘ suggestions 

Mr. W. J. Hands 
riment ind all com 
e's Gate-build 


tribunals 


f the Executive to interfere wit 
ind statutorv authority to abolis 
over, if the section really conters t 
rovernment department it is difficult 
r mentioned arms ! 
sire to entertain 
y ot a party which 
om Monday, when 
stable in the 
ivt that while he was 
Lambeth, on 
‘ refused to 
ind stones and 
it Tropes had 
ind there were 
the ropes to he removed and 
Officer wil be instr : ‘ ‘ ex-May Southwark, said 
T declare them sno me will the ” = n it y ra “ t ‘ t t e attended the yart nd fo ad evervthing perfect order 
wil! test the | sanetion id been obtained 
are claiming to act Yours f Full H te t would not do to ive functions of this kind in the 
1. Airlie-cardens, W. 8 treet wit pes thrown a xs the roadway 
16th August, 1919 —_— —- 
. . ° 
Winding-up tices. 
7 j / tte | ID it & 





— 


Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Georce Nevire Davip, ALEXANDER CHA 
Trevor Enwarp ‘Harris licitors (G 
Cardiff, 11 August. The said Trevor Ed 3 ‘ : peer 
said ‘business. which will be carried o } the «a reorge ‘ tno TO. t , Co t} Yours pATIO Creditore are 
David and Alexander Charles Robert David, under the same style of aires a tee Sa oS ae See ae Se ae 
George Da id & Co 


; a 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMIten IN OBANCERY 


any Liquiparios~ (Creditors are 
mee and akiresees, and the 
Prince's st Trur 


Business Changes. 


taries imnounce that 


Messrs. Foster ann Wen solicviors and 4 " ee Mie 
ince the death of the late Mr. R. H. Wells. Sir William Foster has - ; 





THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 Ny is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Inserti in Lea and Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. Listened Property, cuttied toy Couns, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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to 
to 


send 


Jaber 


hefore 


debts or 


Sept. 3 


claime 


J. Greaony & Co rewlit ' ' ey or 
their names and ate 
Gregorr, VP 

Sarttos Proreerr 

Oreditore 
ale ressew 
at., South Shields, lis 

TEMPLEMAN Sinctain & 
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